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The order requiring them to keep journals, and the prospect
it holds forth of a young man being able by his talents to
obtain promotion, are much to be admired; but let him have
first the ordinary conveniences for study, and let him not be
degraded and deprived of self-respect by being compelled to
mess where there are very few, if any, of his equals.
An assistant-surgeon should on entering be placed on exactly

the same footing as the chaplain; they are both members of
learned professions, of equal rank on shore, both have re-
ceived a college education, and both (but more especially the
assistant-surgeon) require to spend much of their time in
study.
More-much more-might be said regarding this subject,

urging yet more strongly the necessity for the improvement
of the assistant-surgeon’s position in the navy, but I trust
enough has been said to rouse learned and influential men to
action in their favour. With apologies for occupying so much
space,

I remain your obedient servant,
August, 1852. 

____ ____ 

AMANS JUSTITI&AElig;.

LIBEL.
LIZARS versus SYME.

THis trial, which excited considerable interest in Scotland, took
place before the Lord President and jury on the 26th ult. The
present action was brought for an alleged libel published by Mr.
Syme in the Edinburyh Monthly Journal for August, 1851. It

appeared in evidence that a letter had previously been published in
the London Medical Gazette from the pen of Mr. Syme; but in that
periodical the passages said to be libellous had been omitted by
the editor, Dr. Alfred Taylor. The following is the letter which
appeared in the Medical Gazette :-

" SIR.-I have only to-day happened to see your Journal of
May 16th, which contains some statements that certainly should
not have remained so long unnoticed if they had been known to
me sooner. You say, A fierce paper war has arisen between
the two Edinburgh Professors, Syme and Lizars,’ but must, or at
least ought to know, that I have not addressed a single word upon
the subject in question to the so-called Professor.’ Within the
last eight months, I have performed this operation nine times in
the Royal Infirmary of Edinburgh, in the presence of the largest
class of surgical clinical students in Her Majesty’s dominions.
These gentlemen can testify, that in no instance has there been
bleeding, extravasation of urine, or any other unpleasant con-
sequence, and that all the patients speedily and completely ob-
tained the relief which they desired. As you say that something
more than the guarantee of Mr. Syme’s reputation is wanting to
assure the surgeon that he would be justified in having recourse
to the proposed operation,’ I beg to inquire if you think the
evidence thus afforded sufficient, and if not, what further proof
you deem requisite to establish the safety and efficiency of my
operation. " I am, Sir, your obedient Servant,

" JAMES SYME.
" Edinburgh, June 26, 1851."

’JAMES SYME.

The passages within inverted commas are from a review of
Mr. Lizars’ work on Stricture, published in the lVTedical Gazette.
Subsequently, the letter of Mr. Syme, in full, was published in
the Monthly Journal; the passages omitted from the Gazette
being as follow. The alleged libel is in italics-.-

" Regarding him as long placed beyond the pale of professional
respect and courtesy;" and, "In estimating the value of my
operation, you proceed upon the supposition, that the allegations
of Mr. Lizars and his assistant, Dr. Muller, are well founded;
but in fairness to your readers, if not to myself, should have
mentioned, that the statements of these persons, in so far as they
attribute bad effects to the operations which I have performed,
for the remedy of stricture by division, have been declared by
me to be all utterly devoid of truth." The following remarks pre-
ceded the letter, as inserted in the Monthly Journal:-" The
London Medical Gazette.-One of the conductors of this Journal
(Monthly) lately felt it necessary to address a letter of remon-
strance to the Editor of the London Medical Gazette, who pub-
lished it in an imperfect form, under the pretext that the matter
excluded would have been subject to the English law of libel.
Two results have followed: in the first place, the letter is ren-
dered meaningless; and, secondly, the author is made to appear
to have used libellous language. In order that our readers may
judge how far this conduct was warranted, we now place before
them the letter in its original form-the omitted portion being
enclosed within brackets."

It was contended by the counsel for the plaintiff, that these
passages contained libellous matter, and calculated to be injurious
to the professional reputation of Mr. Lizars. In support of this

view, Dr. A. Taylor and Mr. Kesteven, of London, were called,
as was also Dr. Renton, of Dalkeith, Mr. Sanderson, of Mussel.
burgh, Dr. Sibbald and Professor Miller, of Edinburgh, and Mr.
Highley, jun., of Fleet-street, London, bookseller. These several
gentlemen deposed, that they considered the passages referred to,
to be highly calculated to injure the reputation of Mr. Lizars. The
counsel for the defendant contended that the statement that Mr.
Lizars was long placed beyond the pale of professional respect
and courtesy," merely referred to the position which Mr. Syme
had felt himself compelled to take regarding him, and had by no
means a general bearing. This position Mr. Syme had assumed
in consequence of certain writings of the plaintiff, and certain
circumstances which had occurred previously to the publication
of the alleged libel. To support this view of the case, several
witnesses were called; and amongst others, Drs. Christison and
Simpson, Dr. Scott, of Dumfries; Dr. Johnston, of Berwick;
Dr. Coombe, Dr. Robertson, &c. These gentlemen all gave it
as their opinion that, taking the entire meaning and scope of the
letter, it was evident that Mr. Syme had limited his meaning to
his own position in respect to Mr. Lizars. The counsel for the
defendant argued that the words had a general meaning. The
jury, however, in about a quarter of an hour, decided that the
intention of Mr. Syme was not to injure the character or pro.
fessional standing of Mr. Lizars. This was in effect a verdict
for the defendant.

IMPORTANT TO SURGEONS OF UNIONS.
CROUCH V. THE GUARDIANS OF THE SHEPTON MALLET UNION.

A CASE of much interest was tried at the Wells County Court
on the 31st of July last, before Mr. Carrol, in which Mr. Crouch,
surgeon, of Bruton, was plaintiff, and the Board of Guardians of
the Shepton Mallet Union were defendants. The action was
brought for the payment of jE2, (as by Act allowed,) for attending
Mary White, pauper, at Evercreech, in labour, at a distance of
nearly four miles from Mr. Crouch’s residence; the defendants
considering that it was not a difficult case, that 10s. was a
sufficient remuneration, and that the patient had been neglected.
On the part of the plaintiff, Mr. Stockwell, (of Bath,) surgeon,
was called, who, having visited the woman in consultation, stated,
that the case was one of placental presentation, often difficult to
the practitioner, and dangerous, from loss of blood, both to the
mother and child; that it was a case of rare occurrence, and that
more than one-half of the children delivered under such circum-
stances died ; that the operation of turning was absolutely
necessary in Mary White’s case. Mr. Crouch was next examined,
and gave similar evidence. In his cross-examination it was en-
deavoured to show that he had not been sufficiently prompt in his

attendance. Mr. Crouch stated that, being absent when the order
arrived, his qualified assistant (Mr. Carter) attended, and re-
mained with Mary White during the whole of the day; and that,
subsequently, he had performed the operation of turning, as the
only hope of saving the lives of the mother and child.
On the part of the defence, Mr. Walker, surgeon, of Shepton

Mallet, was summoned, whose evidence only went to show that
the operation of turning was often difficult, and the case a severe
and dangerous one. The next witness was Elizabeth Hillard, a
village nurse, (not a midwife,) who attended upon Mary White.
She stated that the doctor was in attendance nearly as soon as
she was, and remained the whole day; that she had seen
women in labour suffer more, and she believed the doctor had
done what he could to relieve her.
The relieving officer was then called to show that Mr.

Crouch’s assistant had not been duly registered at the Board;
which having been gone into, the judge (Mr. Carrol) said-
There is no defence in this action; the plaintiff to have &pound;2 ; and
it would have been much more creditable to the Board of
Guardians if they had consulted Mr. Stockwell at their own
board, instead of bringing him down here ; and not have sent for
an old woman so ignorant, that the only thing she knows, is
having had many children herself without much trouble.

Medical News.
DEATH FROM THE FUMES OF NITRIC ACID.-Last

week a woman residing at York was instantly killed by the
bursting of a bottle of nitric acid, which had been for twelve
years unopened in her room.

CIIOLERA AT DANTZIC. -A, letter from Dantzic
says: 

" The cholera has made its appearance here, and, as usual,
comes from Poland. Of every five persons attacked, four have
died."


